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The Child's West: A Review Essay
ANNEITE ATKINS

In this latest addition to the Histories of the American Frontier series Elliott

West introduces us to white, native-born, American children (fifteen
years old and younger) on the overland trail (1840-1870), in mining
towns of the mountain frontier, and on the early farms and ranches
of the western Great Plains and the Southwest. His sources include
children's diaries or letters or, more often, their adult reminiscencesdrawn in large part from the Huntington and Newberry Libraries; the
collections at Texas Tech, Yale, and Berkeley; and the historical societies
of Kansas, Montana, Arizona, and California. West masterfully amasses
a mountain of material and has shaped it into a rich portrayal of the
conditions that shaped children's lives, their subjective experiences,
and their functions.
With this book West has made it impossible for historians to look
at the frontier and not see cfuldren. If we have not seen the children
before, it is not because they were not there or because the sources
were not there, but, as West shows, because we did not ask. Having
asked, he finds them everywhere and uncovers a surprising childAnnette Atkins teaches history in Saint John's University, Collegeville, Minnesota.
She received her doctorate from Indiana University, and is the author of Harvest of Grief
(1984). She is presently researching and writing a book on nineteenth-century adult
brothers and sisters in the United States and Canada.
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Growing Up with the Country: Childhood on the Far Western Frontier. By
Elliott West. (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1989. xxiv
+ 343 pp. Illustrations, tables, notes,
bibliography, index. $32.50 cloth,
$16.95 paper.)

centeredness in the Far West. Whether as motive, helper, or organizing
principle, West demonstrates that children played a significant role in
the social, economic, and emotional life of the far western frontier. By
trying "to keep children at the center of [his] inquiry," as childhood
historians N. Ray Hiner and Joseph M. Hawes recommend, West has
offered a picture that tells the western story not as the triumph of
individualism, but as the expression of family and community. 1 In a
particularly compelling part of the book, West demonstrates how fully
the community organized itself around children's lives and activities
and how the community's commitment to children shaped its formation, entertainment, social organization, and the patterns and pace of
development.
The author also does an extensive job of sorting out what children
actually did. Because of the circumstances of the trail and the farms
and ranches, especially, children jumped (or pushed) precociously into
adult activities and responsibilities. Children's work-in the fields,
with the animals, in the production and collection of food, even making
a little money-was essential to the life of the family and ultimately to
1. N. Ray Hiner and Joseph M. Hawes, eds., Growing Up in America: Children in
Historical Perspective (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1985), xx. See also, Joseph M.
Hawes and N. Ray Hiner, eds., American Childhood: A Research Guide and Historical Handbook
(Westport, Connecticut: Greenwood Press, 1985).
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the development of the West. "[T]hey played an indispensable part in
western settlement," West writes, and "they helped create a modern
region and boost the nation toward power and affluence" (p. 98).
Children's play, like their work, encouraged the habits of independence, self-reliance, and self-sufficiency. Children played for the
fun and release of it, but in their play they explored their new world,
they found ways to relieve the weight of their work, and, of special
psychological importance, they developed skills that helped them give
order to their experiences and to thrive in a mobile, centrifugal, dangerous, and fragmented society. Given these frontier circumstances,
many children grew up fast, perhaps too fast, and certainly faster than
some other children in the United States.
Despite these pressures to adulthood, West argues, "the affectionate ideals of the modern home were implanted on the frontier" (p. 162)
and the "modern companionate family flourished on the frontier." In
conditions so different from eastern, urban, and middle-class families,
western parents nonetheless showered their children with affectionate
care and parents and community both cooperated in teaching children
the limits of acceptable behavior; creating in the West an environment
that made room for children. The affectionate family system, according
to the author, took hold in the West, not in simply mimicry of the East,
but because as an adaptive strategy it worked to help families survive
the frontier experience. Circumstances in the West could and did foster
independence, but they also required familial cooperation and commitment to a common, collective good. Western circumstances, however, also left parents unable to isolate their children from the dangers
or temptations of frontier life or offer much special or precious treatment.
Finally, West details the extent to which children and adults had
different experiences, ideas, and understandings of the frontier. On
the overland trail, for example, adults focused on what had corne before
and would corne next, what would happen when they arrived, or when
they made it, or when ...-a view shaped both by hopes and fears
and focused on the past and the future. Children more often concentrated on their immediate, sensual experiences: bugs, animals, beauty,
death, and fear of being lost or left. As one result of these differences,
children claimed the West to be their own in a special way. It was their
land, their territory.
The purpose of this focus on children is not simply to tell. the
children's story, but to demonstrate that telling the children's story
changes the whole western story. "Until its children are heard," West
argues, "the frontier's history cannot be truly written" (p. 245). "West-
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ern history," he continues, "looks very different when the children are
included in it." Children played an int~rmediary role on the frontier
between civilization and nature, between the land and the adults. They
"sided" with the adults in their work to "tame" the land; they "sided"
with the land, however, in their refusal to be sentimentalized and
infantilized and by expressing their independence and the limits of
parental control. They were the most versatile of western laborers and
they seemed to know how to adapt more easily and readily than did
frontier adults. Children show that the combination of individualism
and community transformed the West. This intermediary position,
however, had its own difficulties, especially the conflict of being in the
middle and not fitting with either side. They can also get torn between
the two sides. The author identifies this ambiguity as "the most distinguishing characteristic of western childhood" (p. 253) and ultimately
and consequentially of the West of both the nineteenth and twentieth
centuries.
Even if on this point West doesn't persuade me entirely, his book
is a major addition both to western history and to family history and
it paves the way for other authors to make the case more compellingly.
West's is not the first book on western history, of course, to consider
children. Some historians of western women have paid some attention
to children. Glenda Riley's The Female Frontier, Julie Roy Jeffrey's Frontier
Women, Lillian Schlissel's Women's Diaries of the Westward Journey, Paula
Petrik's No Step Backward, Sarah Deutsch's No Separate Refuge, and in
Far from Home: Families of the Westward Journey by Lillian Schlissel, Byrd
Gibbens, and Elizabeth Hampsten keep children in their lens and document the ways that western women's and children's lives depended
on each other. 2 These books all make clear that women's and children's
lives often overlapped and occupied similar space physically and ideologically, but the children's stories have been reviewed in the light of
women's stories rather than their own.
Family historians have paid peculiarly scant attention to children,
2. Glenda Riley, The Female Frontier: A Comparative View of Women on the Prairie and
the Plains (Lawrence: University Press of Kansas, 1988); Julie Roy Jeffrey, Frontier Women:
The Trans-Mississippi West, 1840-1880 (New York: Hill and Wang, 1979); Lillian Schlissel,
Women's Diaries of the Westward Journey (New York: Schocken, 1982); Paula Petrik, No Step
Backward: Women and Family on the Rocky Mountain Mining Frontier, Helena, Montana, 18651900 (Helena: Montana Historical Society Press, 1987); Sarah Deutsch, No Separate Refuge:
Culture, Class, and Gender on an Anglo-Hispanic Frontier in the American Southwest, 18801940 (New York: Oxford University Press, 1987); Lillian Schlissel, Byrd Gibbens, and
Elizabeth Hampsten, Far from Home: Families of the Westward Journey (New York: Schocken,
1989).
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in general, and virtually none to children in the West. Michael Gordon's
reader, The American Family in Social-Historical Perspective, for example,
includes really only one article specifically about children: Daniel Blake
Smith's on "Autonomy and Affection: Parents and Children in Chesapeake Families." Steven K. Mintz and Susan Kellogg include considerable information about child rearing in their survey of American
family history, Domestic Revolutions, as does Carl Degler in At Odds,
but not much actually about the children themselves and virtually
nothing about the western family or from the perspective of the children. In their 682-page documentary history, America's Families, editors
Donald M. Scott and Bernard Wishey, too, focus on adults' views. 3
As West demonstrates, there are lots of good reasons to study
children's stories--the greater and fuller perspective it gives us on how
societies work, on the nature of the past, on similarities and differences
over time, on how societies organize themselves, on how values and
ideas are transmitted, mutated, muted, and on the nature of the human
experience in other times and places. But, as the book also demonstrates, the field itself is still in its own childhood and we who write
it must come to terms with at least three major issues: gender, the role
of psychological theory, and the emotionally dense nature of children's
history for both the children and the historian. Historians of the American West face an additional issue of sectional differences among children.
The last first. Although he gives to women and children a profoundly more important role in the Far West than Frederick Jackson
Turner did, West takes a strongly Turnerian view of the frontier and
far western experience of children. Like Turner, West has told a heroic
story of thousands of heroic struggles. He argues, too, that the frontier
changed those settlers who arrived there and that the experience of
those frontier people was significantly g.ifferent from the experiences
of others in the United States. Only in "the poorest sections of the
teeming cities of the northeast and midwest, another culture of rapid
change where children grew up much by their own devices," does
West see similarities with frontier children. He labels both areas as
"anamolous," but does not persuade me. How were their lives, work,
3. Daniel Blake Smith, "Autonomy and Affection: Parents and Children in Chesapeake Families," Michael Gordon, ed., The American Family in Social-Historical Perspective
(New York: St. Martin's Press, 1983),209-28; Donald Scott and Bernard M. Wishey, eds.,
America's Families: A Documentary History (New York: Harper & Row, 1982); Carl N. Degler,
At Odds: Woman and the Family in America from the Revolution to the Present (New York:
Oxford University Press, 1980).
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and experiences different from, say, almost any children on farms or
mining towns in Minnesota or Michigan in almost any time before
World War II? Is not the experience of far western children as intermediaries and go-betweens for their families typical of nearly every
immigrant group to the United States (and probably elsewhere)? In
any case, if urban, working-class children and frontier children faced
similar circumstances and roles, in what way can the frontier experience be considered unique? And what is the import of that uniqueness
for understanding the experience of children in the United States? Also,
like Turner, West focuses on white, native-born American children and
families. His decision is both understandable and problematic. He argues:
I concentrated on white, native-born pioneers precisely because
they have been the ones most studied by historians. This, I hoped,
would emphasize that if we consult new evidence and imagine
western history from new points of view, the most familiar subjects, scholarly fields that we have plowed and replowed dozens
of time, can yield a new and surprisingly vigorous harvest (p. xx).
And, indeed West's work has produced a rich harvest. But it is
also problematic. The book's subtitle "Childhood on the Far Western
Frontier," undercuts West's own sensitivity about this issue. Each of
us grapples with the issues of inclusion and exclusion in our work and
none of us can do everything. How do we draw meaningful, legitimate,
and reasonable limits around our subject matter while still taking serious account of the diversity and complexity of the topic that we are
studying? In what contexts is it historically legitimate to eschew diversity for focus on one group? This seems to be one of the most vexing
issues of contemporary American historiography. And, what are the
consequences of many people resolving these issues in the same way:
by looking at English-speaking, Euro-Americans of some economic
stability? Do we just tell a partial story? Or, in this exclusion do we
end up, in fact, telling a wrong story? Telling this particular story does
emphasize a Turnerian view of the West as a place that people went
to, as a place of migration, as a place that people approached. It does
emphasize the strangeness of the land and how outsiders adjusted to
the unknown. It does look from an eastern perspective. It does stress
a conflict between independence and attachment that seems especially
Euro-American.
Gender is another of the difficult issues of contemporary historical
scholarship. Historians of children, like historians of other groups,
must deal with people's multiple identities. That is not easy. How do
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we do a literary regression analysis to figure out what part of a child's
behavior is a consequence of gender, what of family, what of childhood,
what of developmental stage, what of race, of ethnicity, of any number
of other factors? Must all historians look at all factors? Must we all
adopt gender as a category of our analysis?
West himself makes a serious effort to attend to gender. After
discussing the freedom that characterized children's lives, for example,
West points out, "In a particularly sad paradox, pioneer childhood
offered the most liberating possibilities to young girls, only to snatch
them back as they reached their adult years" (p. 143). In other places,
however, West downplays the effect of gender. "Growing up in the
West,'~ the author writes, "girls and boys naturally acquired independent, self-motivated, confident, even brash personalities," as if independence, self-motivation, confidence, and brashness have nothing to
do with gender. Even when referring explicitly to girls and boys, some
of his arguments do not seem to apply to both: "Girls and boys grew
up with the same presumptions-that their surroundings were full of
grand potential, that there would always be more awaiting, and that
they would be free to make of it what they could" (p. 259). Historians
of women have not done much work on girls, so West does not have
the benefit of a body of historical work that makes sense out of girls
and boys differential and common experiences. We do know, however,
from contemporary psychological and feminist scholarship, that gender influences a child's development and treatment from birth. 4 And
as historians of childhood we have to investigate what those influences
were.
A related issue for historians of childhood is what should be the
role of psychological theory in the history of childhood? I would argue
that it should be larger than it is-in family history generally and in
children's his-tory particularly. There are dangers to using the insights
of contemporary psychology to understand nineteenth-century people.
It is also dangerous if it leads us to read too much into the sources.
Studying children is particularly tricky as one tries both to respect their
experience and to remember that levels of understanding, especially
self-understanding, seem to increase as people develop. To presume
otherwise is, I think, to make children truly "miniature adults." What
do children understand best; what developmentally do children understand least about themselves and their experiences? This is a point
at which guidance from the psychological literature could be especially
4. Nancy Chadorow, The Reproduction of Mothering: Psychoanalysis and the Sociology
of Gender (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1978).
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helpful. To understand the history of childhood and children we need
to know both what sense children made out of their lives and what
sense we-with the benefit of historical (and psychological) perspective-can make of their lives. Of course, psychological theory can lead
us astray, especially when applied haphazardly and without scholarly
care. But, not taking advantage of psychological theory can also lead
us astray and can keep us blind to varieties of issues that might be
difficult to discern, but still present in the evidence.
West uses developmental psychology "when it seemed to apply
in a general, commonsensical way to phenomena that, according to
most authorities, have changed little during the past several generations" (p. xxi). He uses just enough to tantalize me. His explanation
of the psychological elements of children's play is especially well done.
Sometimes, however, he tells a story of deep psychological significance, and suggests consequences that might be more fully developed.
For example, when he discusses children's perceptions of the land he
talks about the variety of fears that psychologists call "separation anxiety." But, having identified these fears psychologically, West might
develop the argument further. On the one hand these fears represented
a realistic appraisal of the dangers that their environment posed. On
the other hand, psychologists routinely find these fears in children, as
part of their development growth. How the fears are handled teaches
children about the environment, about the dependability of significant
adults, about self-esteem. What were the patterns that these children
seemed to have learned? Were the patterns different from those of
other children in the United States? What happens when the psychological and the actual fears coalesce-are children made more distrustful, less able to form human attachments, more dependent on each
other? Can that separation anxiety (too often fulfilled because of frontier circumstaI}ces) help us understand anything about the far western
frontier? Ho-W do childhood fears of loss shape the child's life? The
adult's life?
To take another example: if parents moved west for the sake of
the children, what were the emotional effects on the children of this
responsibility? Did children blame themselves for their family's troubles, for deaths, for the dangers? If not, did they blame the land? The
Native Americans? The Mother Country? Uncle Sam? How did they
work out those feelings, as children and as adults? We might even
question the premise itself. Did parents hide other motives behind the
rhetoric of children's improvement? Did they blame their children for
the difficulties of the West?
Finally, the history of childhood raises special issues about the
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emotionality of children's lives and of the historian's own childhood.
Throughout the book West presents a relatively benign and optimistic
picture of family life on the far western frontier. He acknowledges
family violence and family troubles, but concludes that, "The companionate family was alive and healthy on the frontier, and most parents treated their young with concern and an awareness of their emotional
needs." West presents a strong case for this view and other evidence
confirms it. Byrd Gibbens' recently published collection of family letters, This Is a Strange Country, gives ample evidence of strong familial
bonds. 5 Even my own research on nineteenth-century siblings supports
this conclusion. Yet, I am still troubled by this particular portrayal.
Part of the issue is balance, but part leads me into questions about the
nature of childhood history and about the role of the historian him!
herself in childhood history.
Each of us has such a primal, formative, and powerful experience
of our own families that any mention of "family" will undoubtedly
evoke something of those experiences. In her textbook on the American
family, The Intimate Environment: Exploring Marriage and the Family, Arlene S. Skolnick argues that "We approach the study of the family with
a great handicap: we know both too much and too little."6 Because
each of us has been a child, we each have opinions and experiences
that inevitably play some part in our understanding of this topic.
"Childhood" is not a category like gender or race or even class because
all we have to do is grow up. And, while it may be as formative as
gender and race, its direction is less definable, identifiable, and predictable. Our own experiences will affect how our thinking about the
role, responsibilities, and right relations of children and parents, of
familial duties, and of the relationship to the outside world. They will
likely also affect what we can hear and decipher in our data. Even the
most conscientious historian will not recognize all of the effects: the
less personally aware will engage unwittingly or unconsciously in both
projection or denial.
Of course, our personal experiences will to some extent always
shape how we do our work. When each of us looks at the world we
look through a particular lens, a lens ground and polished by our
personalities, friends, families, gender, race, and class; by our regional,
5. Byrd Gibbens, ed., This Is a Strange Country: Letters of a Westering Family,18801906 (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1988). See also Schlissel, Gibbens,
and Hampsten, Far from Home.
6. Arlene S. Skolnick, The Intimate Environment: Exploring Marriage and the Family
(Boston: Little, Brown, & Co., 1987), 58.
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ethnic, and our historical context. And, when we are doing family
history the issues may be especially complicated but the nature of
family life in contemporary America. Skolnick again: "[T]he family is
perhaps the most secret institution in [contemporary] American society," Skolnick argues. "American family life goes on behind closed
doors. "7
While family historians may offer different versions of the timing
and meaning of family life over the last 200 years, they generally agree
that in the United States at least the family itself has become an increasingly private place. 8 As families have given up some of their functions-education, healing, welfare, for example-they have, perhaps
paradoxically, increasingly insulated themselves from outsiders. As the
family has become increasingly privatized, individual families have
become correspondingly more locked inside individual homes and into
their own family system. The historian's task is to get into those individual lives. But given the secrecy, the emotional density of family
for both the historical actors and the historians, this can be extraordinarily difficult.
People lie about themselves and their families. Some tell big lies,
born of denial or self-delusion. Some 'tell little lies, smoothing out some
rough spot or another. Some just tell part of the truth. Some tell their
own truth, but not the family truth. Some do not know the truth. And,
in any case, the truth is always complicated and varied, and usually
carries some pain. How, then, do we make sense of historical data
about family life? Do we need different standards or methods of analysis of the data? West set three criteria for validating the reminiscences
that he used in the research of this book: "specificity," "repetition," and
"congruence." These add-ress the issue of accuracy. These three criteria
suit "public" documents more fully than the "private" documents of
family and relationships. They do not and cannot, however, correct
for denial, repression, emotional density, or for the varieties of truth
telling and lying that goes on around issues of family life. 9
7. Ibid., 59.
8. While not agreeing with this position, John Demos comments that "Historical
research has recently broached the subject of family life in a massive way, and the outlines
of a 'consensus view' are becoming increasingly clear. According to this view the history
offamily life in general, and of childhood in particular, has a markedly progressive cast.
Change runs from . . . indifference and brutality and emotional constriction, toward
kindliness and closeness and a burgeoning spirit of 'affective individualism.'" See John
Demos, Past, Present, and Personal: The Family and the Life Course in American History (New
York: Oxford University Press, 1986), 72.
9. In her new book, Searching the Heart, Karen Lystra uses some of the theoretical
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West comments that children rarely talked about discipline. Several
reasons might account for this: children were not disciplined (unlikely);
people did not think to mention it (if treated according to the "norm"
a person's particular experiences may not have seemed noteworthy);
people intentionally omitted it (not unlikely). Finally, a child might be
embarrassed or ashamed. Many children blame themselves for their
parents' treatment of them and feel that responsibility and its attendant
self-diminishment well into adulthood. This may be especially true if
the discipline were particularly violent (or the abuse sexual) or if alcohol
played a role.
In any case, the absence of evidence cannot be taken as an absence
of occurrence. Some might argue that the absence is itself significant.
John Demos argues, "we need to use what is in the record to interpret
what does not appear there. In such cases one must always recognize
the possibility that the designated behavior was present, and perhaps
even widely so, in reality, but without leaving traces for the historian
to follow. "10 Sometimes having the evidence does not ease our job much
either. Take, for example, the following letter written by Theodore Bost,
December 10, 1865, to his father in Switzerland.
As for our dear Alphonse [4 1h years old], his nature is solid gold,
always begging us not to punish his sister for picking on him.
Because he is too much of a crybaby, I had to punish him severely
once when I was at home on a visit; he had gotten into the habit
of crying the moment he failed to get his own way; so I whipped
him until he finally understood that the more he cried, the more
he would be punished, and in fact this cured him completely-at
least for as long as I'm there. But after that whipping the dear boy
didn't want to come near me, realizing as he did how naughty he
had been; but wherever I went he followed me with his eyes, and
his expression was so loving that I took him in my arms, and for
a long time he just clasped-his arms around my neck without being
able to speak a word. 11
This is a letter about-among other things-how this father disciplined his son. It is probably also about how the father himself was
work of literary criticism to examine courting and spouse letters with some greater
subtlety and sensitivity. This seems a fruitful direction to pursue. Karen Lystra, Searching
the Heart: Women, Men, and Romantic Love in Nineteenth-Century America (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1989).
10. Demos, Past, Present, and Personal, 81.
11. Ralph H. Bowen, ed., A Frontier Family in Minnesota: Letters of Theodore and Sophie
Bost, 1851-1920 (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1981), 265-66.
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disciplined. It demonstrates an extraordinary combination of love and
violence. What is going on here? What is the family dynamic between
this father and son, between grandfather and father? I feel the inadequacy of historical method in interpreting this evidence-to make
sense of it I must read what is not there. We need to devote some
energy and thought to standards for judging/evaluating private documents.
The combination of our involvement in our own families and the
difficulty of knowing other families makes the writing (and critiquing)
of family, and especially childhood history, complex at best and freights
it with historiographical problems. Bias can certainly enter in here, but
where is the line between bias and historical judgment. Bias is what
distorts our analysis, world view is what comprises our judgment: what
questions we ask, how we understand the evidence that we use, how
we think about the issues involved.
So, is it bias or historical judgment that leads West to his conclusion? Is it my bias or my historical judgment that leads me to doubt
it? Since my doubt is not supported by the evidence, I have to turn
elsewhere for my reasons: my experience, my own emotional life, my
readings outside of historical primary documents. In short, a benign
view does not "feel" right. Perhaps some families were/are fairly uncomplicated in their texture and tone, but I do not know many in my
own experience (is this a valid criteria?). Most are difficult or troubling
or drive their members slightly or wholly crazy, and most contain some
kind of pain or another. In some families abuse of various kinds disrupts and corrupts family connections. Letty Cottin Pogrebin, in her
book, Family Politics, argues that "contrary to the belief that we are
collectively a child-loving people, America is a nation fundamentally ambivalent about its children, often afraid of its children, and frequently punitive
toward its children, 12 Alcohol and violence-often cited as prime contributors to the formation of distorted and destructive family livescomprised significant parts of the western identity. What role did these
play in western family life? I do not know, but I believe they must have
been significant. But how do I document what is not there?
In her essay, "Violence Against Women: Power Dynamics in the
Literature of the Western Family/' Melody Graulich paints a picture of
western family life quite different from West's. She focuses especially
on violence against women, but her main point is that western-and
other families-have been for many people violent and terrible places.
J1

12. Letty Cottin Pogrebin, Family Politics: Love and Power on an Intimate Frontier (New
York: McGraw-Hill, 1983), 41.
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Both West and Graulich refer to the violence in Mari Sandoz' autobiographical Old Jules. Where West argues that violence and child abuse
were "certainly not unknown," Graulich argues that "Jules Sandoz is
no more brutal than most other men in the book and is, in fact, most
representative when he is beating his wives."B Where West argues that
a warm and affectionate regard for children seemed a natural, rewarding part of pioneer life" (p. 251), Graulich suggests that family
violence was pervasive. Where West writes that "men also carried with
them modem attitudes toward their families-an affectionate and sentimental embrace of wives and children, openly and unashamedly expressed" (p. 164), Graulich writes that "Sandoz shows through repeated
example that women are often the victims of the West's celebrated
freedom" (p. 113).14 Is West underreading, Graulich overreading? How
do we reconcile these?
It seems to me that if we could tell a story of frontier childhood
that could encompass both West's and Graulich's views and that could
help us understand the dynamics of Theodore Bost's letter, then childhood history could truly revise our understanding of American history.
Perhaps if we can understand the familial relationship between love
and violence, perhaps we could also understand a deeper and fuller
issue in western and American history-the relation between the machine and the garden, between our national love affair with the natural
environment that we are simultaneously destroying, between a variety
of ambiguities in American society.
Elliott West deserves much credit for uncovering so much about
the lives of far western children and their role in shaping their environment. These children are truly seen and heard and, like all children,
they can confound us, frustrate us, delight us, and push us to do more
work than we would have thought possible.
1/

13. Melody Graulich, "Violence Against Women: Power Dynamics in the Literature
of the Western Family," Susan Armitage and Elizabeth Jameson, eds., The Women's West
(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1987).
14. Ibid.

